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PURESS — Any hentia or 
wrongful threats or moral or 
psychological compulsion 
which in fact overcomes the 
will of the person threatened 
and induces him to do an act 
which he would not otherwise 
have done, and which he was 
not bound to do, constitutes 
duress. 

DURESS — EVIDENCE — Duress 
is tested not by the nature of 
the threats but by the state 
of mind induced thereby and 
the person claiming duress 
may therefore testify as to 
his state of mind and mental 
processes and is entitled to 
have such evidence considered. 

Digested from an opinion by 

Heher, J., rendered Jan. 9, 1956. 

Supreme Court. Rubenstein v. 

Rubenstein. For appellant—Ward 

Kremer. For respondents—John 

C. Givens (Theodore D. Par- 

sons, of counsel). For intervenor 

—M. Raymond McGowan. 


cic 


Plaintiff alleged that as a re- | 


sult of the duress of his wife, 
one of the defendants, he con- 
yeye i, by a deed in which she 
joined, all his interest in a farm | 
nd another piece of property | 
which they had held by the 
entirety, to a corporation wholly 
owned by her and that she, | 
through her corporation has now 
tontracted to sell part of the 
farm to the intervenor. He 
sought a reconveyance of an 
undivided one half interest in 
the property or in the alterna- 
tive one half of the stock of the 
corporation, or the impression 
of a trust on the property in 
favor of their children. 

The trial court ruled that the 
facts which plaintiff relied on 
; constituting duress were ad- 
lissible and would be con- 
Sidered but that his mental 
eoadeaggy which led him to 

ve his life was in danger 
sible and would 
e considered. At the con- 
on of plaintiff’s case the 
court granted defendants’ 
for dismissal on the 
i plaintiff had not proven 
which “left him bereft 
will and his own mind.” 
On appeal the Appellate 
ision affirmed concurring in 
-w of the trial judge that 

t di id not clearly appear that 
fhe threats and other conduct 
Of Mrs. Rubenstein actually sub- 
jugated the mind and will of 
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the plaintiff and constituted 
the efficient cause of his con- 
Yeyance” and thus there was 
&n “absence of proof of causa- 
five duress” which called for 
disr without hearing the 


. Plaintiff obtained certi- 





could 


Held: 
Ls no duress unless the threats 
ere such as 


Originally there 
s “to put a brave 
” This was gradually 
Odified until today the view 
that moral or psychological 
Ompulsion may constitute 
ss and that any unlawful 
reat S which do in fact over- 
bme the will of the person 
reatened and induce him to 
an act which he would not 
herwise have done, and which 
Was not bound to do, con- 
@itute duress. The pressure 
ust be wrongful and as such 
lawful, not necessarily un- 
Wful in the technical sense. 
Uress is tested not by the na- 
fre of the threats, but rather 
the state of mind induced 
hereby in the victim. And, now 
hat_ the common law _ dis- 
of interest no 









alification 
hger obtains, wherever motive, 
lief or intent of a party is 
aterial to the issue, it may 


a 


be proved by his own direct 
Seatimony. The state of a man’s 
mir ind is as much a fact as the 
state of his digestion. This of 
necessity involves the mental 
processes of the person allegedly 
subjected to the duress. 

On plaintiff’s case, there was 
a prima facie showing of 
compulsive yielding to the de- 
mand for the conveyances rather 


than the volitional act of a 
free mind, which called for a 
full disclosure by defendant 


wife and it was error to enter- 
tain the motion to dismiss at 
the close of plaintiff’s case. The 
testimony of the plaintiff stood 
unchallenged. 
Reversed and 
further proceedings accordingly. 


Third Circuit Judicial 
Conference Committee 
Appointed 


Chief Judge Joh John Biggs, Jr., of 
the U. S. Court of Appeals for 
the Third Circuit has named 
U. S. District Court Judge 
Reynier J. Wortendyke, Jr., as 
|Chairman of the Committee on 
| Arrangements and Program for 
| the 1956 Judicial Conference for 
|}the Third Circuit. The confer- 
ence will be held on September 
10th, llth and 12th at the 


|Haddon Hall in Atlantic City. 


| Others named to the committee 
from New Jersey are Douglas 
M. Hicks of New Brunswick and 


Joseph Harrison of Newar 
/}editor of the Law Journal. 
The committee, which also 


1aS six members from Penn- 
sylvania and two from Delaware, 
met last Saturday at the Union 
League Club in Philadelphia to 
discuss initial plans for the 
conference. 


House of Delegates 
Meets Feb. 20- 21 


Prospects are for 2 an unusually 
heavy calendar of work during 
the two-day midyear meeting of 
the American Bar Association 
House of Delegates at Chicago’s 
Edgewater Beach Hotel Feb. 20 
and 21. Up for consideration 
will be such issues as social sec- 
urity for lawyers, the Hoover 
Commission recommendations as 
to legal services and procedures 
of the federal government, and 
a proposed new model code of 
disciplinary procedures for the 
legal profession. 

At the midyear session, the 
House is scheduled to re- 
ceive its first report from the 
special Committee on Legal 
Services and Procedures, created 
last year under the chairman- 
Ship of Ashley Sellers of Wash- 
ington, D. C. The committee was 
created to review the various 
phases of the Hoover Commis- 
sion findings, and make recom- 
mendations to the House of 
Delegates as to the position the 
American Bar Association and 
the legal profession should take 
with respect to them. 

A special committee under the 
chairmanship of U. S. Judge 
Orie L. Phillips of Denver will 
submit to the House a proposed 
model code of disciplinary pro- 
cedures designed to make pro- 





fessional discipline more uni- 
form, prompt and_ certain 
throughout the country. The 


code is the product of almost 
three years of study and drafts- 
manship. If approved by the 


remanded for 


Brownell Seeks Law To 


Keep U.S. Jury 
Deliberations Secret 


Attorney ~ General 
Brownell, Jr., asked Congress to 
make it a crime for anyone to| 
eavesdrop on the secret delibera- 
tions of a Federal jury. 
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“The Lawyer At the Bargaining Table” 





(Continued from last week) 
Is there something that is 
| presence of the lawyer at the 
| bargaining table? Actual ex- 
| periences, some of these personal | 
| experiences of the writer, bear | 


sented by a union which had 
lost effective control of its 


Herbert | necessarily disruptive about the| Members. Hardly a day passed 


| in which a work stoppage did 
|not occur. The Navy sent its 
|labor trouble-shooters into the 
plant in an effort to keep pro- 


His request stemmed from 4a| examination. During the closing | duction flowing. The Navy even 


controversial research 
conducted in 1954 by the Uni-| 
versity of Chicago Law School. | 
With the judge’s consent, 
unknown to the jurors, the re-| 
searchers made tape recordings | 


|}Of the energy of this country) 
| was devoted to the defeat of the 


area, the writer was called upon | 
to represent a company in the) 


project | days of World War II, when all/ Sent in recent veterans of the 


Pacific area who had suffered 
| casualties and who came into 


but | Japanese Empire in the Pacific| the plant on canes and crutches 


|imploring employees to stay on 
| their jobs and produce shells. 


of the deliberations of a Federal | | Pittsburgh area. This company| This was of little avail. Work 


jury at Wichita, Kans. The idea} 
was to gather data on how a 


was engaged around-the-clock | 
in the production of shells for} 


stoppages and wild-cat walkouts 
|continued with alarming regu- 


typical jury considers a case and/ the Navy. These shells were of | larity. 


arrives at a verdict. 


Disclosure of the 
touched off a roar 


| Vital importance in the Gefenae 
practice | against suicide air attacks, and| plant several months previous to 
of protest; were so engineered that when/| my first discussion of the prob- 


The client had acquired the 


and several Congressmen have! within certain proximity to a|lem with top management. It 


announced plans to 
legislation outlawing any 
vasion of a yaays privacy. 
Endorsing the 
behalf of the 
Brownell said: 
“Such practices, however well- 
intentioned, obviously and in- 


Administration, 


| 


evitably stifle the discussion and | 


free exchange of 
jurors. 

“They tend to destroy the very | 
basis for common 
among the jurors, 
the trial by jury is based, and 
are inconsistent 
poses of the seventh amend- 
ment of the Constitution.” 





State Established At 
Villanova Law School 


Philadelphia (ACCN) — The 
establishment of an Institute of 
Church and State at Villanova 
University School of Law has 
been announced by Dean Harold 
Gill Reuschlein. Intended as a 
major part of the school’s con- 
tribution to the legal develop- 
ment of the community and na- 
tion, the institute will be cen- 
tered in the law building now 


under construction. The institute 


will be independent of the in- 
structional program of the 
school. 


e number and 
ies affecting 


A rapid rise in th 
variety of legal iss 






church and state relations has 
occasioned the founding of the 
institute. 

Among these issues are not 
only the fa r problems 


concerning c 1 - sponsored 
schools and tax-supported serv- 
ices, but also such questions as 


the role of religion in adoption 
and custody cases, —— to ex- 
clude church buildings and 


schools, independence of church 
administration and _ discipline, 
and many other matters. 

The formal statement relating 
to the institute reads: 

“Tt is noted that rancor rather 
than reason has characterized 
many discussions of church- 
state relationships in the past. 
This has been in part due to 
the lack in our nation of a 
genuine forum where sincere and 
knowledgable men may exchange 
their honest vie ws in an atmo- 


“The institut e believes that it 
can render a distinct service to 
our country by providing a center 
to which information and opin- 
ion may be brought and weighed 
by persons who—regardless of 
religious affiliation — sincerely 


ideas among | 


judgment | abled veteran, 
upon which | 


|lar company was an important} 


legislation on) supplier of these shells. 


The employees were _ repre- 








VA Decides Against 
Forfeiture of Kutcher 
Disability Payments 
James Kutcher, Newark, dis- 


will continue to 
receive his $329-per-month dis- 





| ability compensation payments 


with the pur-| 


under a ruling 
January 9, 1956 by the Veterans 
Administration’s Central Com- 


|mittee on Waivers and For- 


' Institute of Church and. 


feitures. 


In deciding against the for- 
feiture of Mr. Kutcher’s bene- 


| fits under Section 4, Public Law 


desire to hear other men’s ideas | 


in this area and to achieve rea- 
sonable solutions of the prob- 


144, 78th Congress, Peyton H. 
Moss, committee chairman, said 
the VA committee had given 
careful consideration to all of 
the evidence in the case, includ- 
ing sworn statements by Mr. 
Kutcher at an open hearing held 
December 30, 1955. 


The VA committee on Decem- 
ber 12, 1955 charged Kutcher 
with “rendering assistance to an 
enemy.” The charge stemmed 
out of alleged utterances made 
by Kutcher against the United 
States, and his admitted activ- 
ity in the Socialist Workers’ 
Party during the Korean Con- 
flict. 

In its decision, which was 
transmitted by letter to Kutcher, 
the committee noted that al- 
though a forfeiture under the 
law may be administratively de- 


termined, “it is deemed perti- 
nent to state that the 
records of this Committee do 


not reveal that a forfeiture un- 
der Section 4, Public Law 144, 
78th Congress, has ever been de- 
clared against a veteran within 
the jurisdiction of the United 
States courts who had not been 
convicted of charges involving 
subversive activities.” 

The committee decision went 
on to say: 

“This has been a very diffi- 
cult case for the Committee to 
decide, as it is realized that, in 
order to support a forfeiture, it 
must be established beyond a 
reasonable doubt that the vet- 
eran did knowingly and inten- 
tionally render assistance to an 
enemy of the United States. 
While it is the opinion of this 
Committee that the utterances 
alleged to have been made by 
the veteran in July 1950 and 
the summer of 1951, if estab- 
lished beyond a_ reasonable 
doubt, would constitute a viola- 


House of Delegates it would be lems considered. Thus, the in-| tion of the forfeiture statute, 
submitted to the supreme courts stitute is in no sense devoted toO|the Committee determined that 
propaganda and will not lend/all the available evidence does 
itself as a pressure group to any | not measure up to this quantum 


'of the various states for con- 
sideration of adoption as rules 
of court. 


persons or causes.” 


of proof.” 


announced | 


sponsor | plane, they would explode and} was suggested that I visit the 
in- | destroy the plane. The particu-| plant and determine the cause 


of the trouble. My first activity 
was to visit the district super- 
| visor of the union. I conferred 
; with him for several hours, dur- 
}ing the course of which he said 
| to me, “What can a lawyer do 
| where our representatives, Navy 
| personnel and company execu- 
| tives have failed?” I questioned 
| him as to the roots of the prob- 
|lems which caused such extreme 
unrest in this particular plant. 
It appeared that the principal 
problems involved two issues— 
the question of empldyees’ wages 
and a vacillating and uncertain 
management attitude. 

Armed with this information, 
a meeting was scheduled with 
the local union representatives 
|in the plant. After several ex- 
ploratory meetings during which 
|secondary issues involving em- 
ployees’ grievances were speed- 
ily resolved, it became clearly 
apparent that the employees 
were disturbed because certain 
minor wage inequities had been 
unresolved for a period of almost 
2 years. It will be recalled that 
during the war, wage adjust- 
ments were controlled by the 
National War Labor Board, an 
agency of the Federal govern- 
ment. 

It was apparent also that if 
these problems were _ settled 
without delay, the basic cause 
of unrest in the plant would be 
eliminated. But these problems 
required an interpretation, a 
legal interpretation if you please, 
of the position of the National 
War Labor Board with regard 
to these wage adjustments, and 
it was crystal clear that these 
problems had arisen and con- 
tinued because of the failure of 
both union and management to 
avail themselves of legal advice. 
' Absence of the lawyer in this 
bargaining room was the dif- 
ficulty. 

Representing management, I 
expressed a legal opinion to the 
representatives of the union and 
suggested that this opinion be 
bolstered by an opinion from 
counsel to the National War 
Labor Board. I then assured the 
union that management would 
act with dispatch and finality as 
soon as such legal opinion was 
secured. 

A conference was scheduled 
with counsel to the National 
War Labor Board, which was 
attended by representatives of 
the union and the company. The 
legal opinion I had given to the 
representatives of the union was 
confirmed, and the union de- 
¢lared its satisfaction. The real 
and fancied grievances of the 
union were then forthwith ad- 
justed and there were no fur- 
ther stoppages or strikes in that 
plant. 


(Continued on page 5, col. 1) 
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Page Two 
usually ager out to prior price ' Region. They choose six entrees | 
‘ violators does not necessarily | for each store which they think 
ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE CON- | Dilzer, sold 12 bottles of liqudr| mean appellant was denied equal’ best from the ancianies of 
TROL — ADMINISTRATIVE | to a customer and another 12 to/ protection of the laws. The, “neatness and originality” and 
LAW — The A.B.C. director! A B.C. agents, who thereupon | Director is not inalterably bound then chose the 26 stores which tatetne teat bs eeeia bs 
may consider a licensee’s rec- | identified themselves to him, at | by any doctrine of stare decisis ; they think have the “best” 6| ani 5 ie ca rs t a 
ord of prior violations in fix-| less than the minimum prices;in the imposition of penalties.|entries collectively. These 156 child — ; Bg . ye 
ing the penalty to be imposed fixed. A similar violation took | The liquor control laws and/entries are then turned over tO | Ma velit Mad 7 oe : = 
for the current violation | place 3 days later, on Dec. 21./ regulations must be administered Dr. Allen, head of the English | ur : t “y 5 hi ees oe 
though such prior violations| The appellant pleaded non vult.| in the light of changing condi-| Department of Rutger’s Exten- pay ae 2 oa _* Sahee iges 
were not charged in the com-| Based on these three violations! tions. Prior measures of en-|sion in Camden. For the South to $1 os = porte sd o~ ~ el 2 
plaint. alone the Director questioned | forcement may have failed of Jersey region these same four six months in “es — 
CONSTITUTIONAL LAW — AD-| whether Dilzer was a fit person| their mark. Recurrent instances | employees select the 100 best a : 
MINISTRATIVE LAW—ALCO-| to have a liquor license and all/of particular violations must be|entrees and turn these over to ,,C®@irman of the 10-month-o: 
HOLIC BEVERAGE CONTROL | doubt was apparently removed| dealt with accordingly. Al-|Dr. Allen. The qualifications of Mayor's Committee on Schola: 
—The meting out of a more) when his prior record of 4 viola- though the Director might have those employees are not shown. UC Achievement, Judge Kaplz 
severe penalty by the A.B.C.|tions of the A.B.C. regulations| chosen to advise licensees that|Dr. Allen then maintains the ‘5 2 former assistant U. S. attor. 
director than that usually or| in 1940, 1943, 1947 and 1949 were a more rigid enforcement policy| region distinction and selects "©: His proposal went beyon: 
theretofore meted out for|considered. The Director ac-| was imminent he was not re- the best entry from each of the 2 Prior recommendation by th: 
similar violations does not) cordingly revoked the license. | quired to do so. (26 stores submitted for the | ©™porary State Commission 
constitute a denial of equal/The revocation was sustained! The court is not free to assay North Jersey area and the 17 best YOUth and Delinquency to cove 
protection. on appeal to the Appellate the justification for the change from South Jersey and then the Parents of children up to th: 
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW — The| Division. Appellant then took in policy. The prerogative here best one of each group. He says 38° of 16. y 
prerogative is with the agency,| this appeal contending he was/is with the agency and not the he makes his selection on the |The commission had suggeste: 
not the courts, to assay the| denied due process because the | courts. In reaching this conclu- basis of originality, phrasing that parents be fined $250 « ~- 
justification for a change in| Director considered the prior|sion the court is mindful of and form, “good expressions with imprisoned for 30 days, or both 
enforcement policy. offenses without their being) the field of governmental con-! original ideas stand out”. The for willful failure to carry oy 
—While an _ administrative) charged in the current offense | trol involved. ‘one chosen best in each group Court-ordered programs = the 
agency might choose to advise| and further that he was denied! The appellant thrice violated gets a mink stole and the other Would “reasonably prevent de. 
licensees that a more rigid|equal protection of the laws|the price regulations in the in-|41 get prizes according to no linquency or neglect.” The lai 
enforcement policy is immi-| because the penalty imposed! stant case. The Director had the definite schedule, system of  nOw provides $500 fines or ; 


Urges Stiff Penalty For 
| Parents Of Delinquents * 


New York (ACCN) — Mair. 


DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 








nent it is not required to do ! selection or distribution. year’s imprisonment when par. 
ents actually contribute to ; 


sO. 

Digested from an opinion by child’s delinquency. 
Burling, J., rendered Jan. 9, 
1956. Supreme Court. Butler v. 
Division of A.B.C. For appellant 
—Abraham I. Mayer. For re- 
spondent —Samuel B. Helfand. 

Appellant held a liquor 
license prior to March 14, 1955. 
On December 18, 1954 its agent 
and principal stockholder, one 





vi 


latest rate 
per annum 





Funds Insured up to $10,000 
by U. S. Govt. Instrumentality 


Transactions may be handled by mail 
FREE PARKING at Kinney Garage 


was much greater than that 
imposed against others’ in 
similar circumstances. 

Held: Appellant’s license ap- 
plication admitted the prior 
violations. Proceedings taken 
under R.S. 33:1-31 to revoke 
or suspend a liquor license are 
civil and disciplinary in nature 
and the provisions of N. J. S. 2A: 


the course of practice of gen- 
eral applicability which the 
Director has adopted, 
considering prior violations in 
concluding the degree of penalty 
to be imposed. 

Appellant shows by a resume 
of the Director’s decisions 


and 1955 where the licensee had 
been guilty of prior violations 
that a uniform pattern of pen- 
alties had been established 
which did not include so severe 
a penalty as revocation and 
argues therefrom that it has 
been unlawfully discriminated 
against. 


| license. 


85-13 concerning criminal law) 
are inapplicable. Appellant has | 
shown no prejudice arising from | 


that is, | 


in | 
price violation cases for 1954) 


authority to suspend or revoke its 
The latter course was 
taken. Whether the determina- 
tion rested upon appellant’s flag- 
rant disregard in the subsequent 
violation of Dec. 21 or on the 
prior record coupled with a 
desire to bring about more re- 
spect for the regulations, it is 
unassailable. 

Affirmed. 


Digested from an opinion by 


‘coupon calendar illegal, but by 





Held: Plaintiff contends the 
jingle contest is based entirely 
on skill, that the winners are 
not determined by chance which 
was the basis of holding the 


Announcements 

Arthur C. Hensler, Jr. has b¢ 

come a member of the firm ¢: 

McCarter, English & Studer, « 

Newark, and Arthur L. Nims, ID 

has become associated with th: 
firm as Tax Counsel. 





the controlled discretion of 
the persons judging the entries 
according to the standards of 
appropriateness. The facts, how- 
ever, do not bear this out. The 























GAMING—CONTESTS—A jingle standards announced on the ee Ja 
contest, such as the jingle calendar are not followed. Those Louis Kurland has move, Ua 
calendar contest here in- | applied by the four employees his offices to 136 Washingt Pil 
volved, in which the winners; are not the same as those ap- Street, Paterson. Als 
are selected in part by chance,| plied by Dr. Allen. And the = = mag Ro 
is illegal. scheme, at least as far as North | reasonable criteria, the contes ‘P° 

|—Prize contests based on ability|Jersey is concerned, is run is an illegal game of chancei ‘C: 
where the selection of winners} through store groupings and the nature of a lottery. a 
is based on adequate standards | not the quality of the individual Affirmed. EA 
made known to the contestants|!entries. The speciousness of eK 
and sought to be complied! the scheme is apparent. It is not pe 
with and used to select the! designed to operate as a contest ae 
winners by judges whose quali-|in which the winners are chosen gos 
fications have reasonable re-| according to merit but is de- t ‘ 
lation to the purpose to be!signed and intended to be con- si 
achieved are not iliegal, but|strued by the public as one ee 
where the selection is based| based on chance. se 
in part on chance, it is illegal.| The vice of the jingle scheme ae 

Plant Founded in 1888 


is not that it depends wholly on 


chance but that its determina- 
tion depends in part on chance. 
This is sufficient to taint it. 
There can be no criticism of 
contests when they are truly 
contests of ability and the best 
or superior entrants have a 
reasonable opportunity to win. 


The Legislature has enjoined | 
the Director to insure the fair, 
impartial administration of the | 
A.B.C. Law and so far as equal 
treatment is concerned, the 
Federal and State Constitutions 
would permit nothing less. But 
the fact that appellant received | 


Vanderbilt, C. J., rendered Jan. 
9, 1956. Supreme Court. Lucky 
Calendar vy. Cohen. For appel- 
lant—Ralph L. Fusco, Dep. Atty. 
Gen. (David M. Satz, Jr., of 
counsel on the brief). For re- 
spondent — Joseph H. Stamler 
(Gilhooly, Yauch & Fagan, 


Your account or inquiry invited 


MOHAWK 


SAVINGS and Loan Assn. 


40 COMMERCE ST., NEWARK 2, N. J. 
Mitchell 2-3650 a 


COMPLETE TITLE SERVIC |<: 
THROUGHOUT 
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Philip Klein, President 7 
~ a more severe penalty than that | attys. Joseph Stamler and James| Prize contests where the selec- Connecticut, 
|E. Fagan of counsel on the|tion is based on adequate Rhode Island and 
| brief). standards, made known to the, Bitar : 
contestants and sought to be District of Columbia aie 


NATIONAL SurETY CORPORATION 


Specializing in the Execution of 


| Plaintiff sought a declaratory 
judgment as to the legality of 
its “coupon calendar’. At oral 


complied with by them and used 
to select the winner by judges 


CHELSEA TITLE and 




















Fiduciary and Court Bonds argument a “jingle calendar”| Whose qualifications have rea- 
y ble relation to the purpose 
744 BROAD STREET, NEWARK MaArket 4-0950 @ was produced. The Supreme} $0n@ ,; 
: Court decided the case adversely |to be achieved, are not illegal. GUARANTY COMPANY 
———_—— — to plaintiff as to both calendars| But where such is not the case | MAIN OFFICE: 
or schemes. Plaintiff then moved |#2d the winners are determined|] goARDWALK NATIONAL BANK 
at least in part by chance, as BUILDING 


for rehearing with respect to 
the ‘jingle calendar” on the 
ground it was denied due pro- 
cess. Rehearing on that score 
was granted. 

The “jingle calendars” are 
delivered by mail, free, to every 
| family within range of each 
Acme store, for whom plaintiff 
has agreed to run this promo-}]} 
It announces | 


here, and not bv an honest 


attempt to judge all entrants by fetes Gi, G4. 





Financial Printers 


SPECIALISTS in all printed forms and documents 
required for filing and registration with the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 


ARTHUR W. CROSS, INC. 


New Jersey Division of 























Announcing... 


A Second Edition of the Most Popular Book 
Ever Published in This Field 

















PANDICK PRESS INC. tional program. 
71-18 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 5. N.J that recipients have a “chance” |} cee SURGERY _ | 
Teer MAR . a to win one of a number of prizes. | }} 
nant <scealionae Each calendar has 13 entry|f 
By BERNARD S. MALoy, M.D. 




















COUNSEL . . . for the Defense 


* Professional Disability Plan 


* Life Plan (includes employees) 








| blanks, dated a week apart, with | 
| 


a jingle on which the 4th or last . 
']/ A complete presentation of the anatomy of the human | 


line is blank. The contestant! 


is required to fill in his name, | 


| 

| ||| body in non-technical language designed for use in Court | 
||| address, and telephone number | 

| 


| 

and in the preparation of claims or defenses for damages | 
for personal injuries or death, accident and life insurance | 
claims, compensation and criminal prosecutions. 


200 ILLUSTRATIONS 


A Decided Aid in Direct and Cross Examination 
of Medical Witnesses 


ONE VOLUME .. . $20.00 


GANN LAW BOOKS 
224 MARKET STREET NEWARK 2, N. J. 


if}0n the entry blank, and com- 
|plete the missing line of the 
| jingle and deposit the blank in 
'the nearest Acme store. All 
j}entrees are then brought to a 
| central office in Camden. Those 
|from the northern part of the 
state are kept separated accord- 
ing to the store from which they 
eminated. Those from the 
southern part are combined in 
one lot. Four employees examine 
the entries allegedly for “neat- 
ness, originality etc.”, store by 
store for the North Jersey 
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Loss of Life 
Liabilit 
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Lawyers Protective Insurance 








* NON-CANCELLABLE—The only Group Plans approved by N.J. State Bor Ase’n 


JOHN A. COUCH, JR., & COMPANY 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS | 


U.S. District Court Decision 





EASEMENTS — ADVERSE POS- 
SESSION — To acquire an 
easement by adverse posses- 
sion the use must be hostile 
and such prescriptive right 
will not arise where the use 
was indulgent and permissive 
in character. 

EASEMENTS—An implied grant 
of an easement is restricted 
to equivalent servitudes which 
are apparent, permanent, 
continuous and_ reasonably 
necessary to the proper enjoy- 
ment of the alleged dominant 
tenement. 

—An express grant of certain 
easements raises an inference 
that no others were intended 
by the same deed. 

—In considering whether an 
implied easement existed, cir- 
cumstances of importance are: 
whether the easement claimed 


was definite and _ fixed, 
whether there were other 
easements granted, whether 


the party against whom it is 
sought to be established is 
the original grantor or a sub- 
sequent purchaser, and the 
factors necessary to such an 
easement. 

—All of the essential elements 
of an implied grant of an 
easement must be established 
by clear and convincing evi- 
dence. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Jayne, J. A. D., rendered Jan- 
uary 11, 1956. Appellate Div. 
Pillar v. Lister. For appellant— 
Alan V. Lowenstein (Howard T. 
Rosen, of counsel). For re- 
spondent — Sanford Freedman 
(C. Wallace Vail, atty.). 

Defendant appeals from a 
judgment holding that plain- 
tiff has an easement by implica- 
tion of law and by adverse pos- 
session over the lands of de- 
fendants. 

The lands involved were, prior 
to 1926, owned by a single 
owner. A railroad spur ran 
across the lands from east to 
west. Along the southerly edge 
of the spur several  build- 
were erected with plat- 
forms and doors on the north- 
erly side facing the spur. The 
Space between the rails in front 
of these buildings was filled in 
with planking. Deliveries and 
pickups from the buildings and 
platforms were made through 
a 15 foot passageway running 
Northerly at the easterly end 
of the tract, then crossing the 
tracks, turning left and moving 
west to the buildings and plat- 
forms where the horses and 
wagons, and later trucks, turned 
In an open space and backed 


ings 





across the planking to the plat- 


HABEAS CORPUS—APPEAL quired. The court here exercises 





forms. The spur is maintained Petitioner was convicted in the/its discretion in behalf of 
on an easement given the} : ss 
Central RR. Essex County Court on _ tw0} petitioner. 


counts of an indictment. On| The only matter formally 
appeal the Appellate Division | brought before the N. J. Supreme 
portion south of the spur to sg i ee ig the | court was the affirmance on 
plaintiff's predecessor in title,| @7S¢ count ut affirmed the| the 2nd count. But under the 
with the right to the grantee | Conviction -_ the second count. Rules of the N. J. Supreme 
to use the 15 foot right of way | etitioner then secured certifi- | Court, particularly R. R. 1:5-4(a) 
established by record leading| Cation to the N. J. Supreme/ the Supreme Court has such 
from the street to the railroad | Foun — the judgement of | jurisdiction as may be neces- 
spur. These lands included the | “2& ppel ate ivision. The State | sary to a complete determination 
buildings and platforms men-|@4 not cross appeal. The N. J./of any cause or review. Ordi- 
tioned. In 1953 the area north|Supreme Court affirmed the | narily, questions of administra- 
|conviction on the second count, | tion are left to the State so the 


of the spur was purchased by| ~~" Pratt 
defendants. Plaintiff and its|Teversed the Appellate Division | question is whether the pro- 
predecessors continued to use| 0" the 1st count and reinstat-| cedure adopted and used here 


e . | 
the platforms and ed the judgment of the County | under the Rules of the N. J. 


buildings, re de ol 
route above outlined until it was/COurt as to both counts. Peti-| Supreme Court violates some 
applies for a writ! 


stopped by defendant. Plaintiff | Honer ae Se 
then instituted this action with 0! habeas corpus asserting he|qefendant must be afforded 


the result above mentioned. & ape confined in = he | adequate notice and opportunity 
Held: S : p 
Sey ene ee te oocn | the Supreme Court considered | instant case there is no denial 


In 1926 the then owner of the 
entire property conveyed the 


Teeneary evidence of the estab-| on the appeal, without notice to | of that due process inasmuch as | 


ee of nn 15 foot passage-| petitioner, a part of the deter-! the Supreme Court of N. J. 
ae a ee — mination from which there had | under the published rules may 
documentary establishment of | Pee? no appeal. | treat all matters in a case un- 
thee cto gy of the ceeie| Held: While district courts are der review either by certifica- 
which runs across what is now | 2esitant to entertain petitions | tion to the court below or by 
dateietuntts tend |for habeas corpus in cases | treating them as certified on its 
ee ee ,._|Such as this one, where there own motion. The petitioner was 
une trial court held the plain-| has been no application to the | therefore afforded such notice 
liff's tract had acquired an/U. S. Supreme Court for/and opportunity to defend as is 
easement over defendant’s lands | certiorari, such an application is|egnsonant with due process 
from the 15 foot passageway to not an absolute prerequisite and | petition dismissed 
the platforms by adverse p0s-|the court may, where circum-| Opinion by M 

session for over 20 years and| stances warrant, exercise its | 5) ae He I a — os 
also that there was such an| discretion as to whether eer-| Givi oes a ee aes: 
easement by implication because | fiorari will or will not be re- |“! # 916-55. 

the grant of the right to use | qm 

the 15 foot passageway would be 








Reflecting both our added 


requirement of due process. A} 


futile without the right to cross 
defendant’s property to the 
platforms. 

From the circumstances dis- 
closed, the court is convinced 
the use by the plaintiff and its 
predecessors of the route over 
what is now defendant’s lands 
was not a defiant, hostile and 
adverse appropriation. A user to 
be recognized in the law must 
be shown to have been hostile. 
The use disclosed here appears 
rather to have been indulgent 
and permissive in character. 
Hence their could be no ease- 
ment by adverse possession 
acquired 

Although one cannot have an 
easement over one’s own lands, 
yet, where he utilizes a part of 
his lands for the benefit of an- 
other, a quasi easement exists 
and on a conveyance of one of 
such parts, an easement cor- 
responding to the prior quasi 
easement may in certain cir- 
cumstances arise. If it is for 
the benefit of the part conveyed 
it is termed an implied grant, 
and if for the benefit of the 
part retained, an implied reser- 
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| Federal Bar 
Arranges Interesting Tax 
Luncheon Series 
| Theodore R. Kupferman, pres- 
|ident of the Federal Bar Asso- 
ciation of New York, New Jersey 
|and Connecticut has announced 
| that its committee on taxation 
‘has arranged an_ interesting 
series of tax luncheons which 
fall (except for the first) on the 
last Thursday of each month as 
| follows: 

Jan. 24. Corporate Spin-Offs 
and Split-Ups Under The Tax 
| Law—E. Randolph Dale, Chief of 
|Reorganization and Dividend 
|Branch, Tax Rulings Division, 
| Internal Revenue Service, Wash- 
lington, D. C. 

Feb. 23. Collapsible Corpora- 
|tions Under The Tax Law— 
| Robert Anthoine, Associate Pro- 
| fessor of Law, Columbia Uni- 
versity. 
| Mar. 29. Tax Loss Corporations 
and Carryovers — Sydney C. 
| Winton of Hays, Sklar & Herz- 
| berg. 
| Apr. 26. Tax Aspects of Real 
'Estate Transactions — Milton 
| Young of Young, Kaplan & Edel- 
| stein. 

May 31. Tax Pitfalls of Divorce 
and Marital Settlements—Henry 
| Cassorte Smith of Webster, Shef- 
| field & Chrystie. 
| Arnold J. Hoffman, chairman 
|of the tax committee, will pre- 
| Side at the luncheons, to be held 
|at the Hotel Shelton, Lexington 
| Avenue at 49th Street, New York 
|City, from 12:15 to 2:00 P. M. 


ante is kgs ams }and the fact that increasingly | The cost is $10.00 for the series 
|tion of the grantor and grantee |W wear more informal attire at | OF $2.25 per lunch, gratuity in- 
in the conveyance that must | Work, men’s sport shirts account-| cluded. Reservations may be 
constitute the basis for the im-|©4 for 30 per cent of total shirt! made with Harvey Greenfield, 
plication of an implied grant | Sales in 1947—and a surprising| 18 East 4lst St., New York 17. 


of an easement. Implied ease-| 70 Per cent of the total last year.| Accommodations are limited. 


/ments are restricted to equiva-| 
|lent servitudes which are ap-| 
| parent, permanent and of such | 
|a character of correspondence | 
|to the preexisting quasi ease- 
ment that it may be presumed 
the grantor and grantee in 
|reasonable probability desired 
| and intended their preservation. | 
|Proof of a condition of mere 
|temporary convenience is in- 
' sufficient to support the impli- 
cation of an easement. Another 
| requirement is that it be reason- 











ROBERTS, WALSH & COMPANY 


NEW JERSEY’S LARGEST CERTIFIED REPORTING SERVICE 
605 BROAD STREET, NEWARK, N. J. 

Telephones: Day—MArket 2-3240; Night—HUnter 6-5814, ORange 3-3377 
Our staff of four pen writers and eight stenotypists insures immediate 
availability and rapid delivery of transcripts. 
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HAVE IT REPORTED — THE RECORD NEVER FORGETS 


LOUIS KABOT 


and Associates 


jably necessary to the proper| 

ao ere CERTIFIED SHORTHAND REPORTERS 

| In the instant case, the fol- | DEPOSITION SPECIALISTS 

lowing circumstances bear on/| 24 COMMERCE STREET 
ithe application of the fore- NOTARIES PUBLIC NEWARK 2, N. J. 
‘going principles: (1) unlike a| Master of the Superior Court MArket 2-6645 


fixed driveway, the easement | MArket 2-6646 


|asked to be implied is a priv-| 
|ilege over an area having no| 
| definitely distinguishable cir-| 
cumference, (2) the 15 foot pas- | 
|sageway was established by ex- 


— Air-Conditioned Deposition Suite — 

















|press grant and an_ express| 
ce scecets | CUSTODIAN ACCOUNTS 
lraises an inference that no 


|others were intended by the) 
| Same deed, (3) plaintiff is seek- | 
ling to establish it not against | 
ithe severance grantor. but} 
| against a subsequent bona fide | 
|purchaser of lands retained by 
the grantor. 

The judicial power to declare 
|an implied easement should at| 
the present time be exercised 
most cautiously, particularly 
| where the parties are other than 
the immediate parties to the 
}conveyance in which the im- 
|plied grant is sought to be| 
| implanted. 

In the instant case, the court 
lis satisfied that the physical 
facts observable to defendant 
|would not have indicated to a 
|reasonably. vigilant purchaser | 
that plaintiff had an apparent, | 
| continuous, permanent and rea-' 


A safe deposit box does not know when bonds 
are called for redemption, when valuable conver- 
sion privileges expire, or that payment of mortgage 
interest or principal is past due. 

For large and small owners of securities or others 
responsible for investments of organizations a 
Custodian Account will serve as a private financial 
secretary — reliable, dependable and permanent. 
This is a simple arrangement whereby indivi- 
duals or corporations may place their securities in 
safekeeping subject to their instructions and have 
the income collected and credited to their accounts. 
We will be glad to tell you and your clients 
about the advantages and small cost of a Custo- 
dian Account. 

Send for our pamphlet The Custodian Account. 


|sonably necessary easement, | 

|within the legal meaning of | FIDELITY Union TRUS 
| those terms, to continue vehicu- | 

lar access to its buildings over COMPANY > 
the lands of defendant. 

| | NEWARK ina 





| The evidence here did not ~ 

tain the prerequisite that the 

(proof of all the essential ele- 

ments of an implied grant be 

clear and convincing. 
Reversed. 
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A WELCOME CHANGE 


“Security” in its military connotation is a brand-new word 








in the vocabulary of the law and less than an old-timer in that | 


of the military, from which it is derived. It first became significant 
for lawyers when in 1947 President Truman promulgated Executive 
Order 9835 embodying the original “Loyalty” program for Federal 
employees. There followed President Eisenhower’s Executive Order 
10450 in the Spring of 1953 which set up a “Loyalty-Security” 


system which was new not only in name but in procedure and | 


basic approach. 


Both systems represent a radical departure from the sub- 
stantive and procedural standards which the Common Law had 
led us te regard as universal. The accused was given a statement 
of charges but these frequently took the form of mere conclu- 
sions and were never related to the criteria set up by the 
Executive Orders. The criteria in turn were couched in such 
extremely general terms as to defeat their own purpose. In no 
case did the defendant have the right to be confronted by his 
accusers cr to be informed of their identity; in addition where 
witnesses were known to possess information but would not appear 
voluntarily, he was denied the right to subpoena them. 


If the Truman system was harsh in failing to make a proper 
distinction between the affirmatively disloyal and those who for 
a variety of reasons cannot be trusted with secrets (and thereby 
hurting unnecessarily some whose real offense was mere lack of 
secretiveness) it at least required a positive finding that the 
accused was lacking in loyalty, and in addition provided an ap- 
pellate review by a central agency, the Civil Service Commission, 
with right of counsel to argue and brief the case on appeal. 


Since 1953 the Eisenhower program has had a vastly wider 
application, and a much more serious impact on the average 
Federal employee. While in form stress was properly laid on 
security-risks, and dismissed employees are no longer branded as 
disloyal merely for having been indiscreet, (a distinction which 
has been lost on both the press and the public), the new procedure 
calls for dismissal unless on all of the evidence it does not 
clearly appear that continued employment is in the best interests 
of the United States—the direct antithesis of common-law con- 
cepts of due process as to burden of proof, presumption of 
innocence and reasonable doubt. 


At the same time every Federal employee without regard to 
the nature of his job was brought under scrutiny, review hearings 
were abolished and agency heads were given final disposition 
of cases within their departments. The result was that when 
Congressional Committees began to exploit the field for its pub- 
licity values, hearing boards and reviewing authorities alike, 
having no objective rules to follow, very humanly tended to 
guard against their own future embarrassment by returning the 
ancient Scots verdict ‘Not proven” which here meant not acquittal 
but dismissal. 


Recently there has been a healthy change in the public 
attitude toward the problem of security due to the educational 
effect of several well publicized dismissals the justice of which 
the public could not understand. In the Radulovich matter guilt- 
by-association ceased to be an abstract phrase when its opera- 
tion was demonstrated in a concrete case. The man in the street 
is left with a lurking suspicion that it is ridiculous to hold Dr. 
Oppenheimer can no longer be trusted with atomic secrets 
which he was instrumental in developing. And most recently 
we have seen the results of loosely worded substantive rules 
combined with lack of a centralized review agency, in the case 
of Wolf Ladejinsky who was dismissed by the State Department 
and as promptly snapped up by the Department of Agriculture. 
The recent restoral of Mr. Kutcher’s pension by the Veterans 
Administration also has its significance. 


Strong and respected voices have been raised in protest: the 
whole problem of employee security and its best solution is now 
being investigated by a committee of the Senate. There is a 
growing acceptance of the notion that “security” has a broader. 
and more affirmative meaning, unrelated to the dismissal of 
employees who fail to sustain an impossible burden of proof. It 
would be a bold man indeed who would say that we should 
rely solely on conventional criminal law standards where national 
survival is at stake in the age of the atom bomb, but there 
seems reason to congratulate ourselves on a reasonably prompt 
recovery from our recent unworthy and irrational hysteria in 
the security field. 





Fusco Nominated For P.U.C. Commission 





Attorney General|confirmed, Mr. Fusco would fill 


Deputy 
vacancy on the 


Ralph L. Fusco was nominated | the 


by Governor Meyner on Monday |created by the resignation of| 


to be a member of the Board of/ Mrs. Hortense F. Kessler. 
Public Utility Commissioners. If ! 


Board | 





.New Bills Introduced 


Caw Journal .. 


The following bills were intro- 
duced in the Assembly: 


A-2 Glenn. To prescribe a/| 


tax sale certificates held by mu- 
| nicipalities. (R. & A. of L.) 

| A-4 Maebert. To establish 
daylight saving time in New 
| Jersey from the last Sunday in 
|March to the last Sunday in 
| October. (F. & I. R.) 


| 
| uniform $1.00 fee for recording 
| 


A-6 Thomas & Hauser. To re- | 


{quire a liability policy, bond, 
deposit or qualification as a 
self-insurer as a condition of 
| operating or registering a motor 
|vehicle; amends the Motor Ve- 
hicle Responsibility Law (Chap 
1173, P. L. 1952). (Bus. Affs.) 

A-11 Beadleston. To exempt 
radio and television broadcasters 
from liability for defamatory 
|remarks uttered by a candidate 
'for public office where the 
broadcast cannot be censored 
because of Federal law or regu- 
lation. (R. & A. of L.) 

A-16 Lazzio. To increase Work- 
men’s Compensation benefits. 
(1... 86 1. R.) 

A-20 Lazzio. To establish a 
$1.25 per hour minimum wage. 
(L. & I. R.) 

A-22 Lazzio. To permit an in- 
jured employee to select the 
physician he wishes to treat him 
under the Workmen’s Compen- 


sation Act. (L. & I. R.) 

A-30 Mintz. To increase Work- 
men’s Compensation benefits. 
(L. & ft. BR.) 

A-31 Mintz. To provide that 
any person who operates a 
motor vehicle in this State 


shall be deemed to consent to 
the taking of a chemical analysis 
test to determine a violation for 
drunken driving. (I. P. H. & W.) 

A-32 Lebeda & Mintz. To es- 
tablish rights including notice 
and counsel, of witnesses and 
persons mentioned at hearings 
of legislative and executive in- 
vestigatory bodies. (Jud.) 

A-36 Hauser. To permit muni- 
cipalities to prohibit the sale of 
goods on Sundays, with certain 
exceptions. (Bus. Affs.) 

A-54 Musto. To establish the 
office of public defender in 
counties having a population in 
excess of 200,000. (S. C. & M. G.) 

A-57 Musto. To take murder 
out of the class of juvenile 
delinquency offenses over which 
the juvenile and domestic rela- 
tions courts have exclusive jur- 
isdiction and to lower the age 
of juvenile delinquency from 18 
to 16: repeals Section 2A:85-4 of 
the N. J. Statutes. (R. & A. of L.) 

A-64 Hauser. To exempt gas 
stations and farmers’ markets 
from application under the Sun- 
day closing laws. (I. P. H. & W.) 

A-65 Fitzmaurice. To limit in- 
creases in rent for veterans 
housing projects. (No ref.) 

A-67 Fitzmaurice & Cundari. 
To authorize municipalities to 
establish curfews for minors un- 
der 16 on public streets and 
places. (I. P. H. & W.) 

A-68 Fitzmaurice. To require 
full time service for prosecutors 
in first and second class counties 
with an annual salary of $20,000. 


(Jud.) 

A-70 Lebeda & Sherman. To 
require full time duty from 
deputies, assistants and as- 
sistant deputies attorney gen- 
eral. (Jud.) 


A-74 Brady. To grant the Su- 
perior Court jurisdiction to re- 
strain business on Sundays. 
(I. PP. B..8W.) 

A-76 Dwyer & Vanderbilt. To 
eliminate the requirement that 
consent of the defendant in a 
drunken driving violation to 
chemical analysis tests shall be 
express consent; amends Chap. 
93. PE. 1951. Cl. Poi ew 

A-77 Dwyer. To require life 
| imprisonment as the penalty for 
a third narcotics violation. 
(I. P. H. & W.) 

A-78 Gant. To extend the jur- 
isdiction of the county courts 
outside the county for the serv- 
lice of process in certain cases. 
| (Jud.) 

‘(Continued on page 5, col. 5) 
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The following publishers of 
Law Lists and Legal Directories 
have received Certificates of 
Compliance from the Standing 
Committee on Law Lists of the 
American Bar Association for 
their 1956 editions: 

Commercial Law Lists 


,A. C. A. LIST 


Associated Commercial Attor- 
neys List 
165 Broadway 
New York 6, New York 
THE AMERICAN LAWYERS 
QUARTERLY 
The American Lawyers Com- 
pany 
1712 N. B. C. Building 
Cleveland 14, Ohio 
THE B. A. LAW LIST 
The B. A. Law List Company 
414 Colby-Abbott Building 
759 No. Milwaukee Street 
Milwaukee 2, Wisconsin 
THE CLEARING HOUSE 
QUARTERLY 
Attorneys 
House Co. 
3553 Hennepin Avenue 
Minneapolis 8, Minnesota 
THE COLUMBIA LIST 
The Columbia Directory Com- 
pany, Inc. 
320 Broadway 
New York 7, New York 
THE COMMERCIAL BAR 
The Commercial Bar, Inc. 
521 Fifth Avenue 
New York 17, New York 


National Clearing 


THE C-R-C ATTORNEY DIR- 
ECTORY 

The C-R-C Law List Com- 

pany, Inc. 

50 Church Street 

New York 7, New York 
FORWARDERS LIST OF AT- 


TORNEYS 
Forwarders List Company 
38 South Dearborn Street 
Chicago 3, Illinois 

THE GENERAL BAR 
The General Bar, Inc. 
36 West 44th Street 
New York 36, N. Y. 


THE INTERNATIONAL LAW- 
YERS 

International Lawyers Com- 
pany, Inc. 


33 West 42nd Street 

New York 18, New York 
THE MERCANTILE ADJUSTER 

The Mercantile Adjuster Pub- 

lishing Company 

1305 Vance Building 

Seattle 1, Washington 
THE NATIONAL LIST 

The National List, Inc. 

122 East 42nd Street 

New York 17, New York 
RAND McNALLY LIST OF 
BANK-RECOMMENDED AT- 
TORNEYS 

Rand McNally & Company 

P. O. Box 7600 

Chicago 80, Illinois 
WRIGHT-HOLMES LAW LIST 

Wright-Holmes Corporation 

225 West 34th Street 

New York 1, New York 

General Law Lists 

AMERICAN BANK ATTORNEYS 

American Bank Attorneys 

18 Brattle Street 

Cambridge 38, Massachusetts 
THE AMERICAN BAR | 

The James C. Fifield Company 

121 West Franklin 

Minneapolis 4, Minnesota 
THE BAR REGISTER 

The Bar Register Company, 

Inc. 

One Prospect Street 

Summit 1, New Jersey 
CAMPBELL’S LIST 

Campbell's List, Inc. 

905 Orange Avenue 

Winter Park, Florida 
INTERNATIONAL TRIAL LAW- 
YERS 

Directory Publishers, Inc. 

P. O. Box 30 

Galesburg, Illinois 
THE LAWYERS DIRECTORY 

The Lawyers Directory, Inc. 

1939 Harrison Street 

Hollywood, Florida 
THE LAWYERS’ LIST 

Law List Publishing Company 

111 Fifth Avenue 

New York 3, New York 
MARKHAM’S NEGLIGENCE 
COUNSEL 

Markham Publishing Corp. 


= 
$ 
Markham Building 
66 Summer Street r 
Stamford. Connecticut 
RUSSELL LAW LIST s 
Russell Law List Ba 
10 East 40th Street Bi 
New York 16, New York * 


General Legal Directory 
MARTINDALE-HUBBELL LAW . 
DIRECTORY ‘ 


Martindale-Hubbell, Inc. w 
One Prospect Street 
Summit 1, New Jersey lav 
Insurance Law Lists his 
BEST’S RECOMMENDED IN- pt 
SURANCE ATTORNEYS prc 
Alfred M. Best Company, Inc. © 


ctl] 


75 Fulton Street es 


New York 38, New York pes 
yor 


HINE’S INSURANCE COUNSEL 
Hine’s Legal Directory, Inc. alk 
P. O. Box 71 er 
Glen Ellyn, Illinois tud 

THE INSURANCE BAR wd 
The Bar List Publishing Com- ‘4 
pany ane 
State Bank Building =e 
Evanston, Illinois a 

THE UNDERWRITERS LIST paw 
Underwriters List Publishing ©" 
Company a : 
308 East Eighth Street mes 
Cincinnati 2, Ohio a 

Probate Law Lists wae 

RECOMMENDED PROBATE ee 

COUNSEL Bee 
Probate Counsel, Inc. eer 
411 No. Central Avenue oe 
Phoenix, Arizona Tt 
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common failing of many em- 
Dioyers and is usually the cause 
of the inevitable, the inevitable 
ig * being the successful organiza- 
uo tion of his plant by a union 
cer- which had been directed to him 
ape ‘Y competitors from other areas 
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su ¢ 


union’s proposal were not at all 
catastrophic, and that the claus- 
es could with some small modifi- 
cation be acceptable. We also ex- 
plained that like clauses were 
contained in hundreds of union 
agreements. Similarly, with re- 
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explanation will convince the 
union representative because his 
mind has been “made up”. He 
has also heard it said that “law- 
yers don’t belong at the bar- 
gaining table”. Furthermore, no 
lawyer is worthy of trust and 
this particular lawyer is “Ex- 
hibit A’. 

This is a typical situation, one 
which requires patience and tact. 
You may suggest to the union 
representative that he consult 
with the union’s attorney, and 
you may be met with the re- 
sponse, ‘We don’t have a lawyer, 
we try to avoid them”. In this 
situation the understanding law- 
yer may well advise his client in 
private that the practicalities of 
the problem transcend the strict 
legal issues. 

Another typical situation. The 
Union is a well-established, pow- 
erful force. It is well represented 
by professional advisers, but it | 
is firmly convinced that the 


| presence of the company lawyer | 
|at negotiations is disruptive. The | 


same difficulty does not extend | 





(Continued on page 6, col. 1) 
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motivated by electric brains. The automaton can 
process raw materials, convert them into finished 
products, package, label and load them for ship- 
ment. It can add, subtract, multiply and divide. 
But no robot can make a title examination. 


Since we issued our first policy back in 1883, 
TG&T has been continuously engaged in examin- 
ing and safeguarding the title rights of property 
owners. Into the solution of all title problems 
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The Lawyer At The Bargaining Table . 
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to the union’s lawyer. His pres- 
ence in the bargaining room is 
not disruptive, and in the course 
of negotiations he assures the 
company that he is present for 


the benefit of both sides and that | 


although he is the union’s advo- 
cate, he would not permit the 
union to foist upon the company 
anything which did not, in his 
judgment, belong in the con- 
tract. 

Now the union lawyer is an ex- 
perienced man, and he has a 
competent grasp of all the prob- 
lems. His ethics are irreproach- 
able, but no matter how well- 


meaning his intentions and ir- | 


reproachable his ethics, he can- 
not serve two masters. And no 
matter how astute the employer, 


no matter how experienced he | 


may be, he needs the services 
and advice of his own counsel. 
And these services should be 
performed both in and out of 
the bargaining room. It is not 
possible for a lawyer competent- 
ly to advise his client with one 
foot in the room and the other 
foot out of the room. 

This discussion leads to a fur- 
ther completely fallacious ob- 
servation made by the Commit- 
tee, and this was to the effect 
that the parties first resolve 
their differences in the bargain- 
ing room, and then only call in 
the lawyers to draft the legal 
language. Every lawyer will im- 
mediately recognize the diffi- 
culties. How can lawyers draft 
language to eliminate a problem 
when they were not present at 
the discussion, did not hear the 
contentions and reasoning of the 


parties, and did not explore the | 
basic sources of the problem? No} 


doubt there are simple issues 


which arise which simple lang- | 


uage will cover, but for the most 
part, problems in the _ labor- 
management relationship are 
not simple, and in areas where 
extensive discussion is to be fol- 
lowed by the calling in of the 
lawyers, a mere groping for 
words will not eliminate basic 
problems. 

Every lawyer knows of the 
client who telephones and asks 
him to “draw a contract”, and 
every lawyer knows that in order 
to draw the contract he must 
know the background of the 
problem to be covered, the in- 
tentions of the parties, and the 
pitfalls which are to be avoided. 
Only then, having a grasp of the 
entire situation, can a lawyer ad- 
equately frame language to sat- 
isfy the parties to the contract. 
How then can lawyers who do 
not have the benefit of partici- 
pation in the discussion and 
have no knowledge or informa- 
tion as to the basic cause of the 


unrest, put proper words in se-| 


quence which will avoid confu- 
sion or a difference of opinion 
in the future? Here again the 
Committee based a premise upon 
isolated studies not truly reflec- 


tive of the entire structure afd 
arrived at an incorrect conclu- 
sion. 

Although I recognize that in- 


dividual members of the profes- | 


sion are subject to human fail- 
ings, I am concerned that the 
entire profession is the target of 
attack. Members of other pro- 


fessions are also subject to hu- | 
man error, but other professions | 


are not so sweepingly and broad- 
ly labeled and indicted. It seems 
to me that there is prevalent 
what almost amounts to a con- 
certed propaganda campaign 
against the profession in the 
field of labor-management rela- 


tions. There seems to be created | 


an impression that collective 
bargaining is taboo, that this is 
a field with which lawyers should 
not concern themselves. 


This is not a mere empty 


statement. I have talked to many | 


businessmen who have been af- 
fected by this propaganda. It isa 
rare case indeed when a busi- 
nessman will tell me that his 
antipathy to counsel in collec- 


tive bargaining is based upon} 
personal experience. Too many | 


| times the statement is just plain 
heresay and hogwash. 

Even in the legal profession 
we find some evidence of this 
propaganda. I have spoken to 
members of the profession who 
have indicated a reluctance to 
handle a collective bargaining 
problem, a dispute with a union, 
or a proceeding at the National 
Labor Relations Board. It seems 
to stem from a timidity about 
raising a hornet’s nest. Lawyers 
seem to be afraid that the union 
will “take it out on them”. The 
discontent of the union, or the 
workingman, will be transferred 
from the employer to his advo- 
cate. 

We recognize that in some 
other instances this is true. In 


any contentious situation, the | 


|\lawyer has always been the 
whipping post. We are the butt 
of all the jokes. In drama and in 


operetta, we are the frock-coated | 


bookworms who carry about with 
us ponderous tomes from which 
we quote liberally and in Latin. 

Perhaps this may be trué“in 
the case of the very young law- 
yer whose parchment has not 
yet collected dust. Perhaps it was 
true of the backwoods practi- 
tioner who did not have the op- 
portunity to see the business 
world and explore its problems, 
but this is not a true illustration 
of the modern lawyer. The mod- 
ern lawyer, seasoned in the pro- 
fession, is first and foremost a 
businessman in addition to be- 
ing a lawyer, and his business 
judgment is usually as good as, 
or superior to his businessman- 
client who lives in the almost 
secluded world of his own par- 
ticular business. 


The modern lawyer has seen a/| 


wide variety of businesses travel 
from birth to maturity. He has 
a well-rounded experience in the 
world of manufacture, produc- 
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tion, finance, contracts, taxes 
and all of the other day-to-day 
{routine of the client. He has 
learned to discuss and digest op- 
posing viewpoints. His resource- 
fulness at compromise is im- 
measurable. Hardly a lawyer to- 
day is unfamiliar with the max- 
im, “There is no case, no matter 
how difficult, that cannot be 
settled,” and this is true whether 





sale of a lot. 

We know of other directions 
in which the lawyer’s value is 
recognized. We have heard it 
said innumerable times that 


when representing the client in | 


a business transaction, let the 
lawyer do the talking and let 
the client remain silent. The 
lawyer is the “mouthpiece”. He 
knows what to say and how to 
say it, and this is true whether 
|of a business transaction or col- 
|lective bargaining. 
We all know the 
|patient discussion. Our leading 
practitioners, who have a wealth 
of experience, nevertheless still 
consult with their associates 
when a problem presents itself. 
They may have formed an opin- 
ion as to the merit or validity of 
their client’s cause, but they 
|recognize the advantage of dis- 
|cussion for the purpose of de- 
veloping and enhancing their 
reasoning. The client who is 
confronted with impending ne- 
gotiations, who has not con- 
ferred with counsel, enters the 


|bargaining room with no inde- | 
pendent and objective assess- | 


| ment of his position and with no 
point of view to express to the 
junion. Further, he has not ap- 
|praised or developed the course 
|he will take. 

| He is not in position to col- 
|lectively bargain because he has 
{no position from which to bar- 
|gain. And being unprepared and 
|having nothing to say, he is a 
|sorry spectacle in the bargain- 
ing room. There are exceptions 
to this, of course. There are busi- 
nessmen who are a world unto 
themselves, but of these there 
are very few, and even of these, 
most of them have sufficient in- 
telligence to welcome conference 
and discussion with mature legal 
minds. 

There seems to be some em- 
phasis in some quarters to the 
effect that someone must come 
out of the bargaining room with 
a “victory”. In the bargaining 
room, there are only the two 
parties—labor and management, 
and it would seem that manage- 
ment never comes out of the 
bargaining room with a victory. 
The Union, therefore, must nec- 
essarily emerge with a victory, 
whether fancied or real. Per- 
haps those lawyers who have 
prosecuted a lawsuit to judg- 
ment can point to one side or 
|the other as the winner or loser, 
but experience tells us that lit- 
tle of the daily business of the 
|lawyer follows that course, and 
even in litigation the avenue of 
settlement and compromise is 
;always emphasized. Perhaps 
| more cases are closed in the cor- 
ridor than in the court room. 
|So a lawyer’s daily life involves 


|negotiations, adjustment of con- | 
flicting viewpoints, and settle- | 
|ments which attempt to mollify | 


/and satisfy opposing viewpoints. 


|And so our modern lawyer has | 
become expert at the victory for | 


|both sides, the negotiation and 
| resolution of disputes. And thus, 
jhe becomes distinctly qualified 
|to successfully handle collective 
bargaining. 

We hear increasingly in our 
|modern world the use of the 
{term ‘“non-conformance”. 
| legal 
|conformists, and we reject the 


| thought that lawyers do not be- | 


‘long in the bargaining room. 
| Lawyers do belong in the bar- 
|gaining room. Lawyers were in 
| the bargaining room long before 
{other self-appointed experts in- 
/vaded the field. 


The American Federation of | 


|Labor and the Congress of In- 


of collective bargaining or the | 


benefit of | 


Our | 
profession are non-con- | 
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Finds 60% Have None of 
Their Own 


(First of two articles) 

New York (ACCN) — Nearly 
three-fourths of Americans over 
65 have either no income of 
their own or less than $1,000 
income a year, says a report 
soon to be issued by the 
| Twentieth Century Fund survey- 
|ing the economic condition of 
our older people. Advance por- 
'tions have been made public by 
'the fund. 

Of the increasingly larger sec- 
tor of our population over 65 it 
is estimated that 36 per cent 
have no income of their own; 38 
per cent have a yearly income 
under $1,000; and 11 per cent 
have an income between $1,000 
‘and $2,000. Fifteen per cent 
have $2,000 or more. 

Implicit in these figures, which 
‘are part of a new study, “Eco- 
nomic Needs of Older People,” 
prepared for the fund by John J. 
/Corson and John W. McConnell, 
is one of the most pressing 
social problems of our times— 
providing for the urgent eco- 
nomic needs of an aging popu- 
lation. 
| The study gives a compre- 
|hensive survey of the entire 
problem of older and retired 
persons, with an emphasis on 
economic factors. 

The following facts highlight 











dustrial Organizations have set- 
'tled their differences and amal- 
| gamated into a great confedera- 
tion of labor. This new federa- 
tion, the A. F. of L—C. I. O. 
|appears upon the American scene 
| speaking for 15 million working 
}people. We can visualize the 
;}economic and political impact 
‘of this federation upon the 
/country. What will be the im- 
‘pact upon the average industri- 
alist? Labor-management prob- 
| lems, complex as they have been 
iin the past, will become more 
complex. Increasingly, the law- 
| yer will be called upon to repre- 
sent and speak for his client. 
All of the experience and re- 
|sourcefulness of the legal pro- 
fession will be called upon to 
'maintain the political and econ- 
iomic balance of industry and 
|labor. Lawyers will be increas- 
ingly involved in labor-manage- 
ment negotiations. The maturity 
'and experience of the seasoned 
lawyer will be eagerly sought by 
the client. We must be ready to 
;assume this added responsibility. 
| This is the rightful sphere of 
| the lawyer’s enterprise and life, 
|and lawyers should not hesitate 
/or be reluctant to advise their 
clients in labor problems, or, if 
| they feel personally unqualified, 
|to recommend to the client con- 
sultation with qualified counsel. 
Lawyers should accept without 
hesitation the challenge of the 
Committee and occupy their 
|proper position in labor-man- 
|}agement relations—at their cli- 
/ent’s side. 


some of the findings of the 500- 
page report. 
| Main Income Sources 

Thirty-three per cent of per- 
sons 65 and over were receiving 
social security benefits or bene. 
fits from related public and pri- 
vate retirement programs. 

Thirty per cent were at work 
or were the wives of wage earn- 
ers. ; 

Twenty per cent were receiv- 
ing public assistance. 

Twelve per cent had incom: 
from personal savings, insur- 
ance, investments, relatives or 
veterans benefits. 

Five per cent were in public or 
private homes, hospitals and ’ 
other institutions. 

Although social security an¢ 
other benefits provide income 
for a larger number of older 
persons, employment provide: 
the largest share of total incom: 
in terms of dollars. 

Many persons had _ incom: 
from two or more sources. 

An analysis of the over-all fi- 
nancial status of older people 
shows that: 

1—More aged persons are in 
the low-income groups. than 
would be expected from their 
proportion in the population. 

2—Old people constitute 
smaller - than - proportionate 
share of all persons in the 
middle-income group. 

3—On the other hand, 

aged make up a larger-than- 

proportionate share of person‘ 
in the high-income group. 
Why Do People Retire? 

Fifty-six per cent of retired 
persons surveyed in connection 
with this study said that the 
employer’s policy on age com- 
pelled them to retire. 

Twenty-six per cent were re- 
tired voluntarily because of poor 
health or accident. 

Nine per cent retired to have 
more time to themselves. 

Five per cent retired for mis- 
cellaneous reasons, including ill- 
ness of spouse, moving to an- 
other locality and so on. 

Four per cent retired becaus¢ 
their jobs were discontinued. 
How Satisfactory is Retirement? 

Satisfaction with retirement 
conditions seems to vary with 
income levels. Seventy-three per 
cent of people with an income of f 
$5,000 or over expressed genera! 
satisfaction with retirement 
status; but of those with incomes 
between $1,000 and $2,000 only 
52 per cent liked it and of thos¢ 
with less than $1,000 only 38 per 
cent found retirement satisfac- 
tory. 
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LEGAL NOTICE 


LEGAL NOTICES 





CERTIFICATE OF DECREASE OF 

fom STOCK AND AMENDMENT 
E ‘ATE OF INCORPORATION 

ST SOC SIATED DISTRIBUTORS-NEW 
JERSEY, INC. 

[he present location ‘of the prir 
his state is at #424 El izabeth 

he ¢ ity of Newark, County of Ess 


OF 
OF 








cipal office 
Avenue, 
x 












n and 








rge thereof upon 
oration may 


whom process a us 
be served, is Barney 
ich 
RESOLUTION OF DIRECTORS 

The Board of Directors of ASSOCIATED 
I 4 JERSEY, INC., a 





T resolve 
e that it is advisable that the capital 
the issued and outstanding 

ital stock of the company be re 


7 shares of preferred stock wi 















or par value to 811-1 
red stock by the purchase 
of 385-5/6 shares ther 





issued and outstanding 
company be reduced fre 
non stock without nor 
630 shares of common 
for retirement of 209 
bene the 











withe 


1-1/6 shares ut 
the 


that 








ard of Directors doe 
the stockhol de rs, 
y's office, in 
day of January, na 0 
take action upon the above reso- 








CERTIFICATE OF CHANGE 
\SSOCIATED DISTRIBUTORS- NE Ww 
SEY. INC a corporation of th f 
‘ Jersey, does hereby certif. 
reased its capital stock 
purchase for retirem 
s of preferred stock witho 

r value and 209 shares of 
it nominal or par value, 
rized capital stock of th 
of 811-1/6 shares of p 
nominal or par value a 

mmon ck without r 
of which as of the 


JER 
~ of 


the 





da 








red and outstanding 811-1 
stock and 630 shares of 
Said pn rch ase 6 





from Pa 







and hat ween = Ce 
ich dated January 1 
price paid, a total of 
charged to capital 

id purchases 





ny. at a meeting du ( 
if Directors for th +. purpose 
We HE soma aid corpora 


Board « 
WITNESS 
as m ade 

the hands o 





aer 
rd day of Jann ary, 1956 
S ASSOCIATED DISTRIBUTORS 
NEW JERSEY, INC 
By BARNEY G. KRICH 
EST Max H. Krich. Seeretar 
TE OF NEW JERSEY 


President 


TNTY OF ESSEX 
IT REMEMBERED. that on t 
f January, 1956. bef. 









r, a Master of the ( t 
Jé y, personally : MAX H 
AH scretary of ASSOC [ATED DIS- 
FLOORS NEW JERSEY, IN 
named whick 






in and 
34 ‘ 








e secretary of sa 
seal affixed to said 
is the ex rporate sea 
same t 
t was affixed 
that BARNEY G 

: that he 
president 
¢ Said seal theret 
t and heard 


of said 











ving w 
BECK 
A Master of 
of New Jersey 


is) subseri 
DAVID 


the Superier ¢ ot 





sed. Filed and Recorded Jan. 5, 1956 
EDWARD J PATTE N 
Secretary of State 

Jan. 19, 26, Feb. 2 $65.28 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 












To all to whom these presents muy come, 
Greeti 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
y gyrate ed record of the pro i 
gs for the voluntary dissolution the 


inanimons consent of all the st 
jers, deposited in my office, that 
B I M MANAGEMENT CO 


a corporation of this State, whose principal 








ffe- is sitnated at No. 11 Commerce Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex 
t of New Jersey (Sidney Krieger, 
ceinz the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
i thom process may he served), has 
“ompiied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Tporations. General, of Revised Statutes 


New Jersey, to the issu 
his Certificate of Dissolution. 
\W. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
that the said corporation did, on the 
day of December, 1955, file in 
a duly executed and attested consent 
ting to the dissolution of said cor- 
a executed by all the stockholders 
reof. which said consent and the record 
proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


preliminary ing 






a said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, gat Trenton, 
i this Thirtieth day of December. 
Sea A.D., one thonsand nine hundred 
and fifty-five 
EDWARD . PATTEN, 
- Secretary of State. 
LJ.—Jan 12, 19, 26 $21.60 





ed: January 13. 1956 


Dated: 
OF CHAS L. 







TATE NEWMILLER, de- 
t to the order of ADRIAN M 
JR., Surrogate of the County of 


this day made, on the application of 
gned. Executrices of said deceased. 
hereby given to the creditors of 
-msed. to exhibit to the subscribers 
ath or affirmation, their claims and 
nds against the estate of said emt 





be forever barred from prosect 

“covering the same against the subscribers 
ISABELLE A. WEST 

PRE ELEANOR F. SIDMAN 

- ‘DERICK W. DeCAMP, JR., Attorney 


om 





19, 26. Feb. 2, 9, 16 











CERTIFICATE OF DECREASE OF 
TAL STOCK AND AMENDMENT OF 
MIFICATE OF INCORPORATION OF 
KRICH - NEW JERSEY, INC. 
2 present location of the principal office 
state is at £428 Elizabeth Avenue, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex. 
The name of the present agent therein 
n charge thereof upon whom process 
t this corporation may be served, is 
q. Krich. 
RESOLUTION OF DIRECTORS 
Board of Directors of KRICH-NEW 
INC., a corporation of New Jersey 
day of January, 1956, 


Bae 


3 
CER’ 






The 


JERSEY 


























lve and declare that it i 
that the capital and the i 
anding preferred capital Stoc the 
ny be reduced from 1197 shares of 


red stock with out nominal or par value 








t 6 shares of preferred stock by the 
p for retirement of 385-5/6 shares 
t and that the issued and outstanding 
stock of the company be reduced 

shares of common stock without | 
1e to 630 shares of common | 

» for retirement of 209 

her, that the au 






preferred 





of the compar 
without 1 





from 1197 shares 

value to Se 6 shares i 1 
nor or par vali and that the author- 
ed common stock ‘of the company be re- 
luced from 839 shares without nominal or 

















var value to 630 shares without 1 inal or 
v The said Board of Lire Ts doe 
by call a meeting of the stoc ‘kho ers, to 
. Aes at the company's office » Cit 
ewark, - the 3rd day of oa . 1956 
3 ou P.A } to take ac mn the above 
ERTIFICATE OF CHANGE 
KR ICH- ‘NE Ww JE RSEY, INC., a corpora- 
i Sta ersey, does ) 

























] pe £269. 108 40° has hae n 


ICH-NEW 
“MAX H. K 
Barney G 
OF NEW 


“JERSEY. 
RICH, P 





ATTEST *h, 
STATE JERSEY 
COUNTY 
; IT 
{J 


OF 













g ed 
KRICH NEW JER- 
al and 





n ex 
RICH sig 
same time as subs 
SYDNEY A. GUTKIN 
A Master of the Superior 
of New Jersey 
ndorsed, Filed and Recorded Jan. 5, 1956 
EDW ARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State 
J Jan. 19, 26, F 





2 $63.36 





ESSEX COUNTY COURT 


LAW DIVISION 
DOCKET NO 
CIVIL ACTION 


JUDGMENT 


I f PETER 
5 CASTIG- 
"His ife Assume the 
I ff PETER COSTELLO and ELIZA- 
BiTH COSTELL( 
PETER CASTIGLIA and 
CASTIGLIA, » he 4 
f Janus 











app 
y “veri fied ce om ai int, 
other n 
ELIZ AB E TH 
the 


it: PETER 
COSTELLO 


that t 


nent to assume 
COSTELLO § and 
nd it pearing to Court ey 
Visions of the 
1d the (Court 


t there are no 





i th day of January, 1956 
that PETER ‘| ASTIGLIA and 
CASTIGLIA his wife be, 
he ereby 


ADJ CDGED_ 
DIZAE ETH 


are 







in 20 days 
Affidavi t of Put 
and Affidavit of 

















n of 1 the E ssex County 
rk an at a certified copy of this judg- 
nt iled with the Secretary of State 
I to the provisions of the revised 
ri such case made and provide a 
EDWARD GATLKIN 





Judge Essex County Court 
On Motion of 
FRANK S. SAUTER 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
L.J Jan. 19 $8.82 
Dated: January 13, 1956 











; |and Bowlby 
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Federal Tax Notes 





The law firm of Rose and 
Berman has been dissolved. 
Charles P. Berman has moved 
his offices to room 1401, 744 
| Broad Street, Newark, where 
| he will continue in the practice 
| individually. Joseph P. Rose will 
continue the offices at 28-13th 
Ave., Newark. 


By Harold Kamens 
CARRYBACK CLAIMS: Tax- 
payer in March 1947 filed a 
claim for refund of 1941 taxes 
based~on a carryback of an 


this time 1941 was still open by | 
waivers. 

Held: Catryback must be filed 
'within 39% months of the 
close of the year of loss. Claim 
|was barred even though 1941 
was open. Claremont Waste 
Mfg. Co., 24 TC No. 120. 








The law firm of Lewis & 
| Hutchinson of 423 Market Street, 
|Camden, announces that Miss| 
| Lillian J. Gruccio is now asso- | 


‘ciated with the the ti 
of law om im the Practice | UNRAISED ISSUES: Taxpayers 
;sold their citrus grove in 1945) 
Nathaniel W. Franzblau and | When green fruit remained on 
S. M. Chris Franzblau have} the trees. They reported the 


|formed a partnership under the |entire proceeds of sale as capital | 
|firm name of Franzblau and|8ain. The Commissioner allo- 
pining gal with offices at 609/|Cated part of the purchase price | 
| Park Pl., Newark. | to the green fruit which he 
;taxes as ordinary income. 
7‘ | Neither the pleadings nor claims | 
6 for refund raised the issue of 
the accuracy of the allocation. 
Held: Taxpayers cannot raise 
that issue in court. Burrell, DC 
SD Fla., 8/2/55. 


JOINT RETURNS: Taxpayer 


Leon Gerofsky a 
| Bowlby have formed a law firm 
junder the name of Gerofsky 
with offices at 17 
East High Street, Somerville. 


Jeremiah J O'Callaghan has 


opened law offices at 910 Bergen| was divorced in California 
Avenue, Jersey City. under an interlocutory decree 
dated February which became 
othe to. Abeent’ .Deteudants final in March 1951. 

OF NEW JERSEY TO Held: Taxpayer and his wife 

iNT, his heirs, devisees = 
tatives, and his, their} Were husband and wife on 
rs in right, title and | 19/31/50 and were entitled to 


file a joint return. Astler, TCM 
1955-207. 





id required to 
laintiff's at- 
d Street, 



















— <> TRANSFEREE LIABILITY: 

s | ff and UN- | Commissioner assessed the pe- 
*, heirs devices | titioner for the unpaid taxes of 
lag — his deceased partner on the 


within 35| ground that the partner was 





















§o06 s ) 
56. sxausive of | rendered insolvent by her trans- 
at ye for the fer of her business to him. 
t ou sha : 
1 proof of service in| Weld: Transfer left her with 
Oe gre nupcior | assets less than her liability 
the rules of civil | EEE 
f . | the rear of Old Short Hills Road; 
- tecccas ted snd the | BEGINNING at a common corner between 
™ 5 eatin cat 1 pro j Jands of Louis H. Oberman, lands of Maleolin 
tip - hols 3 ad Jersey, | Monroe and Dorothy Monroe, his wife, and 
; 7 Tou hip | @nds as laid out and designated upon map 
: bp State ce f | entitl ‘Deerfield Park, Short Hills, Mill- 
a — Pes 1 State of | burn Township, Essex County, New Jersey, 
whic 1 is situated on Old | seat - 60°, March 19th, 1941, revised 
see | May 22nd, 1941, Frede rick Ferriss, Engineer, 
at a point he Northwest- | Summit, New Jersey’ thence (1) along 
eri Ine of O id ~ t Hills where the | the division line between lands of Louis H. 
é t HN msoiit be Oberman and the Northwesterly boundary 
K a and line of | jine of lands as laid out upon aforemen 
I listant forty-two | tioned map North 36° 40° East 922.83 feet, 
1 ndredths of @ | more or less, to a Common corner between 
Northe neasured along | lands of Louis H. Oberman, lands of John 
f Old Short Hills | Kean, and lands laid out on the aforemen 
ith the pro | ti 1 map; thence (2) along the division 
1 2X- | | 4n lands of Louis H. Oberman 











orth 66° 40° Wes 








































of John Kean t 

, more or le to a point; thence 

# the last mentioned division 

4 o4° West 249.54 feet, more 

point; (4) still along 

wove mentioned division line 

£ East 461.18 feet, more or 
ess, to a point: thence (5) still along said 

last mentioned division line South 32° 31° 

- West 593.96 feet, more or less, to a com 

( : | mon corner between lands of Louis H. Ober 
= is man, lands of John Kean and lands now or 
formerly of Ida ¢ Skiff; thence (6) along 

he division line between lands of Louis H 

pie f NG Oberman and lands now or formerly of Ida 
SECOND TRA I e Town- | ‘ Bag South 60° 42° East 193.12 feet, 
f Livin and less, to the point or place of BE- 

INNING 

aa TH TRACT: Located in the Township 

Livingston, County of Essex and State of 
Ne w Jersey, which land is situated in the 
rear of South Orange Avenue: 

BEGINNING at a point in the division 
line between lands of Deerco, Inc. ans 
lands of Transfer Realty Company, said 
point being distant one thousand one hun- 

fifty-four feet and ninety-eight one- 

lredths of a foot (1,154.98') measured 

westerly along said division line from 

i ection with the Northeasterly line 

of South Orange Avenue; thence (1) along 

said divi » between lands of Deerco 

nhs and n Transfer Realty Company 

: th 65° 22° 10°° West, two hundred sixty 
twenty- feet mor ss (22.0° -!- feet more or less (260.0° -|- ) to a point 
1 i t in the division line between the Township of 

} u the \ Livingston and the Township of Millburn 

2 Southwesterly | thence (2) along said Township division line 

we the Township in an Easterly direction three hundred five 

f West Orange | feet more or less (305.0’ -!- ) to a point 

thirty-five feet | in the first mentioned division line between 

1 lands of Deerco, Inc. and lands of Transfer 






EPT credit unused in 1942. At} 


|and 


for U. S. tax. Commissioner is 
not required to include Canad- 
ian assets due to the difficulty 
of collecting taxes in a foreign 
country. Newcomb, 23 TC No. 120. 

TAX LIABILITY: Taxpayer 
had filed fraudulent income tax 
returns for the years 1944 
through 1946. Thereafter, upon 
advise of his counsel, and after 
an investigation had been 
started by the IRS, he filed 
amended returns. Payments of 
the tax due thereon plus in- 
terest and 5% negligence pen- 


alties were made after assur- 
ances by an agent that no 
fraud penalties would be im- 
posed. 


Held: These assurances were 
not binding on the government 
in the absence of a formal clos- 
ing agreement. Additional de- 
|ficiencies and fraud penalties 
were therefore not precluded. 
Baker, 24 TC No. 115. 

INCOME: Commissioner re- 
constructed the net income of 


taxpayer, an operator of a 
“numbers” business, at an 
amount equal to 25% of gross 


receipts. Taxpayer kept a daily 
summary record of the gross 
receipts from the pick-up men 
the total payments on 
winning numbers. 

Held: Since there was no de- 
ficiencies, the fraud penalty was 
not sustained. Clark, TCM 1955- 
252. 

Rev. Rul. 55-727: INCOME: 
Bonus payments received under 
contract by a professional base- 
ball player for professional 
services to a club, whether or 
not performed, and for refrain- 
ing from playing for any other 
baseball club during the period 
of contract, even though the 
player entered the Armed 
Forces of the United States and 
performed no services under the 
contract, are taxable to him as 
ordinary income for the taxable 
year in which received. 

Rev. Rul. 55-733: BEQUESTS, 
ETC., TO SURVIVING SPOUSE: 
Where insurance proceeds are 
to be paid to decedent’s surviv- 
ing spouse while living, with 
named secondary or contingent 
beneficiaries in the event she 
should die before having re- 
ceived the guaranteed monthly 
installments for 120 months, 
the marital deduction is disal- 
lowed by reason of the termin- 
able interest rule of section 205 
(b)(1) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1954, even though the 
widow has a life expectancy of 
more than ten years. 

OPERATING LOSS: Taxpayer 
owned a farm operated by a 
local man from 1941 to 1953 at a 
loss of several thousand dollars 
a year. However, taxpayer rarely 
visited there, nor was it used 
as a hobby or for entertaining. 

Held: Taxpayer actually in- 


tended to run the farm at a 
profit and build up a retire- 
ment business. Losses allowed. 


Babbitt, 23 TC 850. 

GIFTS: The decedent made 
gifts of certain property held 
jointly with his wife. The gifts 




















Realty Company: thence (3) along said divi- 
sion line between lends of Deerco, Ine d 2 
: I ¢ Transfer Realty Company. North | were found to be in contempla- 
23° 53" 50" West. one hundred sixty-five | tion of death. More than half 
more oO less i) -|-- oO 1e 
place of BEGINNING, and you are made | Of the property had come from 
( def endants thereto hbecanse it is alleged or 
rth 2 3 claimed, or it is reputed that the title of the decedent. : 
f Old Short | the plaintiff is defective and that you may | Held: Since under California 
thousand seven hundred | Claim to own the same or a part thereof, or er ie 3 
; (1,730.0 \ to a | Some interest therein, or to hold a lien or law a joint tenant cannot dispose 
9 a encumbrance thereon j j 
B, 2 seit Guieds lausaey Sa 90ee of more than his interest, only 
four hundred twenty-four 1. ona nSuper half the gift was includible in 
at a foo °o Co e s = 
(424.18") to t place SEG the of a. _ L.J.—Jan. 19, 26, Feb. ra —— Hore his estate. Brockway, 18 TC 488. 
THIRD TR AC T Lowa n the Township } 
of Livingston, County f f ex and State of 
iets. Comah- ae ee eee on | Prompt—Accurate—Reasonable 
rg: sp yp obs Sonthwest- | | ABSTRACTS or proceedings in Superior and United States 







1ue where the 
ision line of | 
A. and Helen | 
ransfer Realty 


line of 
int ersected 
s now or former! 
and lands 
y 









Courts. 
CERTIFICATES of regularity 
standing. 


» is 
























| 
| 
| 
THE STATE CAPITAL TITLE & ABSTRACT CO. | 


of proceedings or corporate 





ESTATE OF BERTHA KLEIN. deceased | thence said division | 
to the order of ADRIAN M. | li 25° 07 three hundred 
om. Ganeaaie se the’ Cau a apg (AO On SEARCHES in Superior Court of New Jersey and United States 
is na — on the application of | i » division line between the Courts. 
igne . Executor of said deceased, | Township of Livingston and the Township 
r is hereby given to the creditors of | of Millburn: thence (2) al Lg said Township INFORMATION and forms in any of the departments at 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber | division line in an East direction four Trenton.. 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and | hundred fifty feet more or less (450.0° -!- —) 
demands against the estate of said deceased, fe a point in the said Sonthwesterly line 
within six months from this date, or they | of South Orange Avenue: thence (3) along 
rill be forever barred from prosecuting or | the said Southwesterly line of South Orange 
Fecovering ine sume’ “araiont the subscriber. | Avenue North, SO TF 40" Wert ae bare NATIONAL NEWARK & TRENTON TRUST BLDG. 
vies AMUEL KLEIN dred ninety feet more or less (690.0° -|- —) ESSEX BLDG., TRENTON 8, N. J. 
*RAHAM ROSHEIE. Attorneys to the place of BEGINNING AR EX 
| 24 Commerce Street FOURTH TRACT: Located in the Town- NEW. K 2, N. J. Tel. port 6- 8439 
| Newark 2, N. J. ship of Millburn, County of Essex and State Tel. MArket 3-2200 
L.J.—Jan. 19, 26, Feb. 2. 9. 18 'of New Jersey, which land is sitnated. in — — 
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Installment Outstandings Seen Too Low 





Economist Points To Several , 
Areas |ising increases future consum- 
|ing power, as well as current 


ee bag i | sales, cannot be proved statisti- 
rather than too high, in rela- | *¥ agitate ~~ 
tion to the savings and the dis- | n terms of human reactions, 
retiona hasing er 3 aad 
wer ee ie the total income of an individual 
cording to A. W. Zelomek, presi- | Over his entire earning span is 
dent of International Statistical | fluenced to some extent by his 
Bureau, Inc. and visiting pro- ambition, and that the size of 
of his ambition is influenced to 


fessor in the Universit 

Virginia, graduate vested of | Some extent by the number and 

business administration. value of his possessions. 
Addressing the 45th Annual| “The credit department should 


| naturally discourage the con- 
sumer from over extending him- 
self, as a necessary protection 
for the store. But the credit 
department can also provide a 


convention of the National Re- 

tail Dry Goods Assn., held at the 
Statler hotel, Zelomek said. “We 
should be thinking in terms of | 


more installment sales, and a : 

broader coverage for — Inmagine nye og store, by 

ment merchandising, rather encouraging the consumer. to 

over expansion 3 /make a fuller use of installment 
setae merchandising in ways that will 
Few retailers, as yet, recog-| contribute to his own earning 

nize the important role install |power, or to the health and 

ment merchandising will be} enjoyment of his family. 


called upon to play in the future. | 

“Continued economic expan- | 
sion is the goal of government | 
and business alike. This requires | 
an increase both in the ability | 


Bankruptcies 


BROOKHAVEN Ine., Barringto 


Deighan 











refr. Wm. Lipkin; solr. Neil F 

to produce, and in the ability | 1° “Se ee er Re 
to consume. If there is a lag! Newark: vol.: liab, $184,592.32; assets 
in either, we will be in trouble,”| [ivitin Epstein & Browns 16 
Zelomek pointed out. GOODYEAR Raincoat Comp “yrs as Broad 

“And such a lag, judging from | sets 85,541.; refr. Wi celans & Cahill; ‘solr 
past experience, is more likely | «cr Martin G sy ain - = Rd.. Or 
to involve the ability to consume| 34K"), ¥ Lia J hs a ce 
than it is the ability to produce.| Abraham Hf. Carchman; 1-9 
The fact that installment mer- |e ape a iaecnort: vols Nabe so 
chandising makes a positive con-| 645.51: assets $445; refr. Wm. Lipkin 
tribution to consuming power, | ntNsi KER Marie H., Lorettacong Dr 
not just today but permanently,| Syoae rire. Weelans & Cahiliz solr, Irving 
is what makes it such a vital| . Yankowitz; 1-9 

* : . - | MASON, Irving, 11 Seventh St.. New Bruns 
factor in continued economic] wick: vol liab. = $52,501.34: assets 
expansion,” he added. GR ce I~ stan «laa eae 





Thomas Patt ick 


McDONALD, 
























































| 
| Ave Bloomfield ; vol.; lia : 
| assets none; re fr Weel ans & Cahi solr 
NORMAN N. POPPER J, )/)/"!':! — 
REGISTERED PATENT “away: vols 1 : ets | 
ATTORNEY | age a W re & Cahi solr. Simo 
17 Academy St., Newark 2, N. J. sao ree ypig rig a ove 
Mitchell 2-1406 $475. : refe. Weelans & Cahill: solr. I 
elwirth - 
Services available to attorneys only SAC KS Barlow Foundries, I » Newark 
iter X ist Miller 
1-11 
om ee 
= ] $3 asset 
ROY GRIFFITH JONES ica a ee as 
PATENT ATTORNEY a 1-9 st aia : sank : 
. Sales ar Si ice, In 819 Br 
Formerly Patent Advisor, way, Camden; vol.; liab. 40,681.40 
U.S. Gov., Dept. of the Army sets $17,720.40; re Wm. I 
- Norman Hei 1-12 
Chamber of Commerce Bldg., SI a OVIERO, John, 62 Ha ae 
24 Branford Place, Newark, N. J. l 7.18 ts $1,250. 
Mitchell 3-6136 erat 
ancis, S I e Tr 
1-5 
STYLE-KNIT. Inc Bly No 
hore vol 4 sets 
el Weitz 
SOMEONE | Iam 
SUPERIOR COURT AND 
ESSEX COUNTY COURT 
ED ? ESSEX COUNTY LAW DIVISION 
[ e - 


TRACERS CO. OF AMERICA ae 


$13 MADISON AV., N.Y. 22, N.Y. peing set 


1851S, 18908, 19238, | 


19348, 


. 1847 
1930C 





2073C, 2 














New Gumming 
THE TRANSPARENT GUM on the flap of these 


envelopes is remarkably effective — it makes a 







permanent weld like seal. 


Quick to Seal 


Be sure to apply ample moisture to the entire gum 








surface, and press the flap down firmly. 


















The above legend is included in each box of Envelopes we ship— 
You have doubtless had occasion to cuss an envelope that 
refused to stay closed after being sealed. This more than any 
other single complaint (from our competitor’s customers as 

yell as our own) has inspired our efforts in developing the 








“That installment merchand? 


| however, it can be observed that | 


| Insurance 
| Council. Wilbur A. Stevens, Hart- 


Fannon To Head Title 
: Insurance Assn. 


Philip F. Fannon, vice presi- 


CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 





EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 
























































LAWYER, RURAL DELAWARE VALLEY 
| ; oa law firm needs y g and aggressive man. 
| dent and title officer of Frank Negligence background helpful. Plenty of 
| lin Title Insurance Company, ang fis paper Qualify in detail. 
|was elected president of the] 7%‘ "srt 
|New Jersey Title Insurance AS-] YOUNG ATTORNEY TO RENDER SER- 
ie a - . ces in exchang for office space under 
sociation at the-annual-mecting | nsstactory aneaiigements. Downtown New: 
and dinner of the Board of rk Office. Box 786. a une. 
over S ssociati 
Gove nors of the association EMPLOYMENT WANTED 
held last Saturday at the Essex 
Club, Newark. He _ succeeds] AtrorNey, EXPERIENCED FOUR YEARS 
George W. Piche, association | xdcati proctitioner op Arm) Box 770. 
president for the past year and -—~ VARD LAW G RADU ATE, VETERAN. 
|a vice president and title officer arried. Desires posi in Union or Es- 
of Lawyers-Clinton Title In- nex County. Recent ¢ Sag yo ty ng as 
surance Co. 
f ; . COUNSELLOR, MEMBER OF NEW JERSEY 
Formal installation will take id New York Bars; wide genetal exper. 
: . includ »yreparatio: of riefs n 
place at the association annual dat achokentin ‘backaseueek: 
banquet to be held at the wit Box 
Essex Club on Saturday, Febru- | receNTLY ADMITTED ATTY., 25, DRAFT 
ary 16th exem eeks assoc ee B on wit lawyer or 
> n stat 30x 77 
Other officers selected are: NTLY ADMITTED DESIRES 
First Vice President Anthony yf assoc ation with law ofce in 
. : . riingt °o Sout ersey. 
Fischer, vice president and iia : ; 
title officer of Nutley Mortgage YOUNG ATTOR Say ATED “De 1952, 
& Title Guaranty Co; Second NJ. 1955, Harvard Law grad, vete 


Vice President Emil E. Kusala, 
title officer Central Mortgage & 
Title Co. of Rutherford; Treas- 
urer, Lee Conover, title officer, 
Chelsea Title & Guaranty Co. 
Atlantic City. Col. William A. 
Lord, Jr., Maplewood attorney, 
continues as executive secretary. 


Newark Claim Managers 
Council Elections 


At a meeting on January 12, 
Merald T. Blowers, Century In- 





|demnity Company, was elected 
| President of the Newark Casualty 


Claim Managers 


ford Accident & Indemnity Com- 
pany, was elected Vice-President, 
and Oram Davies, Liberty Mu- 
tual Insurance Company was 
elected Secretary-Treasurer. 
Mr. Blowers announced the 
following committee chairmen: 


on | Automobile Repair Committee, 
|Robert Woods; 


Coverage, David 


V. Teese; Ethics, L. I. Kemp; 
Legal, George E. Taylor; Legis- 
lative, Robert A. Wegner; Medi- 


cal, Joseph Unsworth and Audit- 
ing, S. O. Brown. 


Hudson Weekly Call 






















gum we are now using on our envelopes. We claim this will 
surpass any and all—Send for a sample an: you be the Judge. 


it ALL-STATE to solve your office problems 


ALL. STATE OFFICE SUPPLY CO. 








eave to 







Z. H. POLACHEK 
Reg. Patent Attorney 
1234 BROADWAY (at 31st) 
New York 1, N.Y. 





am 







ATTORNEY | - (DESIR) 
1 3 n ¢*« 
ASses peace: 





ATTORNEY DESIRES POSITION 


OR 


4 ASSOCIATION 
th offi in Mor- 








FOR RENT 





ROOM IN LAYWER'S SUITE 
. 1 “ 


Square Jersey City Servi 


26 JOU epee AL 
optional 


JO 2-2663 





PRIVATE OFFICE AND 








ATTRACTIVE 
waitin , -room suite in Ray- 
mond-Con ree i ample filing and 
secretarial space; reasonable rent; Box 771. 
DARGIS B, 00M FOR RENT. IN SPACIOUS 
law ibrary and facilities - Call 
ca) iy "4-8500. 














Unauthorized Practice 
Suit Started Against 
Memphis Title Companies 





A major court action designed 


to curb alleged unauthorized 
practice has been started in 
Memphis. Joining in the in- 


junction suit in the Chancery 
Court of Shelby County are the 
Bar Association of Tennessee 
and Shelby County Bar Associa- 
tion. The suit is directed against 
three title companies, the Union 

























FOR RENT 
OFFI rope ve RENT - SUBLET 1, ae 
private offices in lawyer's suite. Us 
libr ary, wai r room, etc. All services ar 
ut f € Ve [ry re; -asonable. Dougla 
zy, 11 Hill § Newark, N. J 
FOR SALE 
FOR SALE - LAW BOOKS - CORPUS JURIS 
Secur = e A oe 8, new condition 
best SO 2-5969. 
NEW JERSEY ATLANTIC. DIG E ‘STS - Ex. 
nt co n - to 36 inclusive. Very 
ynable lair i 6-0358. : 
FOR SALE: 1-200 Atl. Rep. in A 1 shape 
Any reasonah offer accepted. Le R 
Millar 102 bs "Ma n St., Paterson. LAn 
bert 3-180 





SERVICES FOR LAWYERS © 


EXPERT GEN. 





APP R AISER, QUALIFIED, 













er, en's & ladies’ wear. Wm. Janof 
139 Mu erry St., Newark, N. J. MA 2-4579 
WANTED 
Ww VANTED NEW JERSEY L AW LIBRAR} 
l. i , 102 N. Main 
St “LAn 








A AWYER WHO — UP THE 











WILL THE HE 
will for lliam E (Red) Reilly, of 102 
North Ave : izabe th. please a t Miss 
Anne Marie Reilly, 1029 North Ave, Eliz- 

abeth 
LICENSED BONDED 


Hanus Detective Agency 


Divorce Investigations a Specialty 
ELizabeth 2-3359, 2151 


1143 E. Jersey St. Charles Hanus, 
Elizabeth, N. J. Supervisor 











CREDIT REPORTS: 


NEW JERSEY BUREAUS 


WILLIAM C. FAY, General Manager 
MAIL: Box 643, Newark 1, N. J. 
PHONE: MUrdock 8-5444 
WIRE: Union, N. J. 











—We Cooperate With Attorneys— 


SARASOHN & CO. 
FIRE ADJUSTERS FOR THE 
POLICYHOLDER 
786 Broad Street, 
Newark 2, N. J. 
MArket 3-3213-4 











Fire Adjusting 
SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS 
IRVING M. MINION 

Associated Adjusters 


24 Commerce St., Newark 
Mitchell 2-1771-2 











ATTORNEY COOPERATION SOLICITED 


















































AGENCIES IN: 





MorristowN © New 





Phone: LO. 5-3088 








502 HIGH STREET, NEWARK 2, N. J. 












A NEW JERSEY CORPORATION 


Serving | 


CamMpEN © FREEHOLD *® HACKENSACK 
Brunswicx 


7 NELSON PLACE, NEWARh, N. J. Mitchell 2-7875 








g Ss ra Court 
¢" el ul to be} Planters Title Guaranty Com- W D ETTINGER & C0 
t \ Ja t at 10 z 
\ xe Proctor's ‘Cour __|pany, the Commerce Title - Ve ° 
oer Sei One SSS, Seve, “oP” Geuarenty Company and ie FIRE ADJUSTERS 
ee Mid-South Title Company, all FOR THE ASSURED 
Passaic Pretrials of Memphis. It alleges that over 9 CLINTON ST.. NEWARK 
ithe ee the last 25 years the defendant Mitchell 2-4694-5 
rn wee ;companies have engaged in real = 
a wake festate law and conveyancing 
M NDA Y. he BF | “ae 0 t practices that violate their BArclay 7-2574 PLainfield 5-8831 
; SL: charters and Tennessee state!|] SAMUEL K. PEARSON 
|laws. Memphis Attorney John S./] CONSULTING METEOROLOGIST 
{Porter has been retained by the |J Expert Witness 40 Yrs. N.Y. & N.J. Courts 
9 two bar associations to repre- | 1217 pol ia 
i : | ainfield, N. J. 
ant om Se eee 39 Cortland St., Room 1010, N.¥.Cc 
BT &T Court. 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY PaaS & _ 
At 10 A.M 639, b4 Hos % ° ; OVER , ps EF ~ oe 
At 11 A/M.—259. 652 ‘COMPLETE ATTORNEY COOPERATION APPRA ISER 
2 PM is : 725), 49 BRUMBERG, JUDLOWE 
Sg ame Ba ge REAL & PERSONAL PROPERTY, 
rit RSDAY, FER MRUARY 2 & SIGLER ESTATES. INHERITANCE TAX. 
AM . ACCREDITED PUBLIC ADJUSTERS FEDERAL. STATE & COUNTY COUR 
‘ it bay, Fr BRL Any OF INSURED PROPERTY LOSSES — eR. LANES. 
At 3 P.M—155, 377 34 Howe Avenve, Passaic, N. J. 200 OLIVER ST.. NEWARK 5, N. J. 
BEPORE (COUNTS COURT Mie Prescott 9-0362 MArket 3-1119 
LOUIS V HINCHLIFFE 
PRE TRIALS } aie 
MONDAY, JANUARY 30 | 
At 10 A.M 04. 637, 610 | 
At 11 AM 0354, 6S0 | 
At 12 Noon 611, 618 | 
At I 5, 62 
At ' 
a | 
. s 
At ' 
ay 
‘ | 
At iH 
; 
TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 
OF NEW JERSEY 
: TITLES INSURED 
eke | THROUGHOUT NEW JERSEY 
At 10 A.M.—Surrogate’s Matters, Motions on the Certification 
and ¢ anse ¢ . t e 
At 2 P.M—282. 614. 675 of Authorized Attorneys 





New Jersey « Organized 1928 


¢ Toms RIVER 
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